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ETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: the limitation "the 
session ID" in claim 4 lacks antecedence basis. The Examiner suggests changing 
"session ID" to "session identifier" for clarity of subject matter. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections -35USC§112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1 - 4 and 6 - 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites, "... using the fourth field of a TL1 message ...". This is indefinite 
because it is not clear which particular field is regarded by the invention as the "fourth 
field" of a TL1 message; and what a "TL1 message" is and how "TL1" is defined. 
Clarification of the subject matter is required 

Claim 2 recites, "transmitting ... to an extension ...". This is indefinite because 
"an extension network element" has been introduced in claim 1 , and it is not clear 
whether the "an extension network element" of claim 2 is the same network element as 
the one in claim 1 or not. Clarification of the subject matter is required. 

Claim 3 recites, "receiving ... at an extension network element". This is indefinite 
because "an extension network element" has been defined in the parent claims of claim 



Application/Control Number: 10/669,725 



Page 3 



Art Unit: 2616 

3. It is not clear whether this is referring to the same limitation or not. Claim 3 recites, 
"transmitting ... to the network element". There is lack of antecedence basis for the 
subject matter "the network element". Clarification of the subject matter is required. 

Claim 4 recites, "accepting ... at the network element". There is lack of 
antecedence basis for the subject matter "the network element". Claim 4 recites, 
"forwarding ... the original command". There is lack of antecedence basis for "the 
original command". Clarification of the subject matter is required. 

Claim 6 recites, "identifying a DCC ...". It is not clear what a DCC is and how it is 
defined in the claim. 

Claim 8 recites, "replacing the session identifier ... in the response message". 
There is lack of antecedence basis for the subject matter of having the session identifier 
in the response message. Neither claim 8 nor any of its parent claims introduces the 
limitation of the response message having the session identifier. Clarification of the 
subject matter is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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5. Claims 1 - 3 and 5 - 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Duggan (US 2003/0169781). 

(1) with regard to claim 1: 

Duggan discloses a system and method, comprising: addressing an extension 
network element (network elements 23 and 24 on Fig. 1) using the fourth field of a TL1 
message to set up a SONET connection (paragraph [0007]; the <TID> field is 
considered by the Examiner as the fourth field of the TL1 protocol). 

(2) with regard to claim 2: 

Duggan further discloses that receiving a command message including an 
extension network element identifier in the fourth field of a TL1 message (step 201 on 
Fig. 2; paragraph [0027], the <TID> field specifies the recipient TID5 which is an 
extension network element ideitifier); replacing the extension network element identifier 
with a session identifier (step 204 on Fig. 2; paragraph [0028]; the <TID> field is 
replaced with TID1, which is considered as a session identifier) and transmitting the 
modified command message to an extension network element (step 205 on Fig. 2; the 
reformatted message is sent to an network element 13). 

(3) with regard to claim 3: 

Duggan further discloses that receiving the modified command at an extension 
network element (network element 13 receives the message at step 206) ; processing 
the modified command (paragraph [0029], the message is processed at step 206); and 
transmitting a command response including the session identifier back to the network 
element (paragraph [0029]; a response is returned to the sender of the message after a 
message is correctly received by network element 13. TL1 response inherently 
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includes a <SID> field to specify the source of the message and this field inherently has 
the same value as the value in the <TID> field of the received message). 

(4) with regard to claims 5 and 10: 

Duggan discloses a system and method, comprising: receiving a command 
message from the optical network including a port identifier specifying the port of a 
network element that is connected to an extension network element (step 212 on Fig. 
2; paragraph [0031], the <TID> field specifies the recipient TID5, which is considered s 
a port identifier. TL1 messages inherently include a <AID> field which together with 
the <TID> field specifies a specific port used by a network element); processing the 
command message at the extension network element (TID5 receives the message); 
and sending a response message to the network element (paragraph [0032]; TID5 
returns a response message). 

(5) with regard to claims 6 and 1 1 : 

Duggan further discloses identifying a DCC corresponding to the port identifier; 
and transmitting the command message to the extension network element over the 
identified DCC (DCC is considered as a channel identified by the port being used by the 
communicating network element to transmit data to. The TL1 protocol inherently uses 
the <AID> fields to specify a channel for transmission). 

(6) with regard to claim 7: 

Duggan further discloses that replacing the port identifier with a session identifier 
in the command message prior to the transmitting, (step 21 1 on Fig. 2; paragraph 
[0031]; the <TID> field is replaced with TID5 before transmitting the message to TID5). 

(7) with regard to claims 8 and 12: 
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Duggan further discloses replacing the session identifier with the port identifier in 
the response message (the TL1 protocol inherently includes a <SID> field to specify the 
source of the message in a response message and this field has the same value as the 
value in the <TID> field of the received message, which is omitted and replaced by the 
<SID> in the response message). 

(8) with regard to claim 9: 

Duggan further discloses transmitting the response message over the network 
(response is transmitted over network 30 and back to network element 13). 

(9) with regard to claim 10: 

Duggan further discloses that the extension network element does not have a 
separate terminal identification stored in the routing table of network elements within the 
network to which the extension network element is connected (paragraph [0028]; there 
is no separate terminal identification about network element 23 stored in the network 
element 13; 13 does not transmit message directly to 23; it can only transmit messages 
to 21 which it is directly connected to). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claim 4 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bo Hui A. Zhu whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1086. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur 10am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571)272-3088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



BZ 

April 23, 2007 




